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A
LTHOUGH THE JOB OF VICE PRESIDENT
has changed little over the last 50
years, the choice of a vice presi-
dential running mate has become

increasingly important. Vice presidential
choices can dictate campaign strategy, and
the vice presidency—once a dumping
ground for fading politicians—has become
the path to party leadership.

These considerations alone would make
Gov. Michael Dukakis' vice presidential
choice highly significant. But additional fac-
tors lend weight to his choice. The 1988 elec-
tion looks like it will be a close one—more
similar to 1960,1968 and 1976 than to 1972
and 1984—that could turn on the vice-pres-
idential choice.

Even more important, that choice will not
only affect the party's chances in 1988 but
also shape its political direction into the next
century. In current discussions among party
leaders, the vice-presidential choice is being
tied to the following, long-term Democratic
strategies.

• The Western strategy: According to
this scenario, Dukakis would choose a vice
presidential nominee from the Midwest or
Pacific Coast. Washington Rep. Tom Foley
and Ohio Sen. John Glenn are currently
under consideration. Dukakis would give
priority to campaigning in the East and Mid-
west and to issues that appeal to voters
there. The Democrats would try to create a
national majority that more or less mirrors
the Republican majority that William McKin-
ley established in 1896. It would stretch from
New England to the Pacific Northwest, with
the exception of the Rocky Mountain States,
and would unite the "new-collar" cosmopoli-
tan, environmentally oriented voters of New
England and the Pacific Northwest with blue-
and white-collar workers of the industrial
East and Midwest. The Democrats would
cede the South and the Rocky Mountain
states to the Republicans.

The key to the Western strategy is winning
California's 47 electoral votes. If Dukakis
wins California as well as those Western and
Northern states that Reagan lost in 1980 or
in which, because of John Anderson's third-
party ticket, he got less than 50 percent of
the vote, Dukakis would have 253 out of the
270 electoral votes needed to win (see ac-
companying story). He could go over the top
by winning Ohio (23 electoral votes), which
would be a sure thing if Glenn is on the
ticket, or some combination of New Jersey
(16), Missouri (11) and Iowa (8). But if Du-
kakis won these states and lost California,
he would fall short of George Bush.

• The Southern strategy: The Democrats
would try to reconstitute the New Deal coa-
lition that elected Franklin Roosevelt in 1932
and, most recently, Jimmy Carter in 1976.
Dukakis would choose a Southerner for vice
president. Names currently under discussion
are Georgia Sen. Sam Nunn, Florida Sen.
Robert Graham, Texas Sen. Lloyd Bentsen
and Tennessee Sen. Albert Gore. The Demo-
crats would moderate their stands on foreign
policy, defense and social issues, and instead
focus on trade and jobs—issues that could
unite the industrial South and Midwest. With
Dukakis heading the ticket, they would also
win votes in New England and the Pacific
Northwest. But the Democrats would con-
centrate on keeping the South and the Mid-
west in the Democratic fold.

WSE1MES
The Democrats search for
ticket to the White House

Western strategy

• Dukakis 244
E3 Too close to call 68
fl Bush 226

Southern strategy

• Dukakis 206
123 Too close to call 115
CD Bush 217

Dukakis-Jackson scenario

Dukakis 62
Too close to call 119
Bush 357

If Dukakis won the Northern and Western
states where Ronald Reagan got less than a
majority in 1980, as well as the Southern
states of Georgia, Alabama, Arkansas and
Tennessee, his tally would stand at 244 elec-
toral votes, without winning California, Texas
or Florida. He would then have to capture
some combination of Missouri, Iowa, New

Jersey or Ohio to defeat Bush. And if he were
to win California, Texas or Florida, victory
would be virtually assured.

• The Jackson scenario: Most Democra-
tic officials and Dukakis advisers have indi-
cated that they don't think the Rev. Jesse
Jackson would be a good vice-presidential
choice. But some of Jackson's backers are

Unlocking the "lock" theory
Ronald Reagan's 1984 landslide victory

reinforced prevailing opinion that the Re-
publicans had a "lock" on the electoral
college. The Republicans had won 23
states five straight times, while in the last
five elections the only electoral votes the
Democrats had regularly won were the
District of Columbia's. But as Stuart
Rothenberg argues in the March/April
Public Opinion, the "lock" theory relies
too much on incumbent landslides in
1972 and 1984 and ignores the peculiar
circumstances of Reagan's 1980 land-
slide.

That year Reagan won an electoral
landslide of 489 to 49, but won only 50.7
percent of the vote. Former Republican
Rep. John Anderson won 6.6 percent of

the vote, and provided Carter's margin of
defeat in 19 states. If Carter and Ander-
son's totals were combined they would
have outpolled Reagan in 22 states and
captured 213 electoral votes.

In 1980 Reagan would still have picked
up part of Anderson's vote, but the statis-
tic is highly relevant to the 1988 election.
Because Massachusetts Gov. Michael Du-
kakis has some of the same technocratic,
good-government appeal that Anderson
did, he would likely attract some of An-
derson's 1980 vote. It is therefore more
accurate to use the Carter-Anderson can-
didacy in 1980 than the Mondale candi-
dacy in 1984 as a measure of Democratic
chances in 1988. -J.B.J.

pressing the proposal. They believe that if
Jackson does extremely well in the California
primary, party leaders may be forced to con-
sider a Dukakis-Jackson ticket. According to
the Jackson scenario, Dukakis and Jackson
would try to carve out a majority among
small farmers, organized labor and blacks,
Hispanics and liberal whites. With Jackson's
help, the ticket would attract new voters to
make up for the voters alienated by Jackson's
presence on the ticket. Jackson's backers be-
lieve that a Dukakis-Jackson ticket could draw
from both the Western and the Southern
strategies, winning most Northern and Pacific
states and carrying several Southern states,
including Florida, Georgia and Alabama.

But most party regulars maintain that
these projections are extremely optimistic.
Even among Democratic primary voters—
the most loyal of Democrats—Jackson en-
countered a strong backlash vote in the
South and in New York, Illinois, Pennsylvania
and other major Northern states. In the Ohio
primary last week, five of six Dukakis voters
didn't want Jackson as his running mate. In

CAMPAIGN
a close election, Jackson could cost Dukakis
votes among both Democrats and indepen-
dents.

A Dukakis-Jackson ticket could count on
winning only the New England states loyal
to Dukakis, as well as Maryland, the District
of Columbia and the most socially liberal
states like Minnesota and Oregon.
The Nunn story: Dukakis will not con-
sider Jackson for the vice presidency unless
Jackson forces him to. Rather, Dukakis and
other national Democrats will choose among
the less controversial representatives of the
Southern and Western strategies. Of the two,
the Southern would be preferable — if a satis-
factory running mate was recruited.

Even without a Western running mate,
Dukakis' "good government" liberalism al-
ready has considerable appeal in the far
West; he has consistently run ahead of other
Democrats and Bush in Mervyn Field's highly
respected California poll. A Southern run-
ning mate could help Dukakis win several
Deep South states like Georgia, border states
like Missouri and states like Illinois and Ohio
that have many Southern immigrants.

His choice of a Southerner would also as-
sure Democrats of winning several addition-
al Senate and House seats. Southern Demo-
crats are far more sensitive to political sym-
bolism than Western Democrats; and there
are several close congressional races in Vir-
ginia, the Carolinas, Louisiana and Mississip-
pi, whose outcome may depend upon whether
Southern Democrats feel part of the national
party.

There is, however, a more important con-
sideration. In the early part of the century,
the geographical divisions between the par-
ties, with the Republicans dominating the
North and the Democrats the South, rein-
forced the racist exclusion of blacks from
Southern political life. If in 1988 the Demo-
crats surrendered the South to the Republi-
cans, blacks would not be disenfranchised,
but they would be marginalized, and the
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Curfew in the
Occupied
Territories: another
policy failure
WEST BANK, OCCUPIED TERRITORIES-
It is just before sunset and the Jala-
zon Refugee Camp is quiet. The
streets of the normally bustling
camp six miles from downtown Ra-
mallah are empty, its 5,000 resi-
dents nowhere to be seen.

As darkness comes, Jalazon,
perched on the sides of a steep
mountain pass, disappears into the
mountainside. Electricity at the
camp has been cut off since at least
April 1.

Jalazon, like many of the refugee
camps, villages and cities in the
West Bank and Gaza, is under cur-
few. As of Land Day, March 30, all
of Gaza's 650,000 Palestinian resi-
dents were under complete curfew,
as were many villages and camps
in the West Bank. Although since
then some curfews have been lifted,
according to the Jerusalem Post
more than 400,000 Palestinians
were still under curfew in late April
when Israel celebrated its 40th an-
niversary.

The Israeli Defense Force (IDF)
has used curfews to quell distur-
bances since 1967, but in the last
five months of the Intifadah (the
Arabs' name for the uprising), cur-
fews have been used with a ven-
geance. At the beginning of the up-
rising Defense Minister Yitzhak
Rabin, speaking on Israeli televis-
ion, promised that "there will be
"Cwfejws in the refugee camps and
in every place where order is dis-
rupted."

Month-long curfews have been

used to punish villages, camps and
cities where demonstrations have
been frequent and where stone-
throwers are thought to have been
given refuge from IDF troops. Hard-
est hit have been villages that have
acted against suspected collabora-
tors or spies.

"We are using collective punish-
ment because in a way it is a collec-
tive uprising—all the population is
participating," says Haim Ramon, a
Labor Party Knesset member. "I'm
not justifying everything. I'm sure
that here and there some measures
that were taken were wrong. But
this is the nature of war; this is the
nature of violence."

Under curfew, normal life is im-
possible. No one is allowed to leave
their home or their community. But
other than that basic principle, the
rules governing individual curfews
are arbitrary and occasionally
malicious. Water and electricity
can be shut off. Municipal services
stop functioning. At times sewage
overflows into the streets. Medical
care is delayed, restricted and
sometimes simply refused. Food
supplies are often the first thing
cut. Severe food shortages, espe-
cially in the poorer Gaza Strip, have
been reported by United Nations
officials.

Camp refugees charge that the
IDF uses the curfew to terrorize the
population. Houses built without
proper permits are demolished.
The local shabab, politically active
youth, are rounded up for question-
ing and/or administrative deten-
tion. Nor has the curfew stopped
indiscriminate use of tear gas, beat-
ings and shootings.

"The soldiers shoot when they
see anything," says Salweh, a 24-

year-old mother of four from Jala-
zon who escaped from the camp
after more than three weeks under
curfew. "Always we are looking out
the windows for the soldiers: Al-
ways we are afraid."

As arbitrarily as they are im-
posed, the curfews are occasionally
lifted. In Al Am'ari Refugee Camp
the curfew is lifted one hour each
day, but the IDF lifts it in the early
morning hours, forcing the camp's
5,000 people to get up at 4:00 a.m.
to take advantage of their hour of
freedom. In Jalazon the curfew is
lifted only once every four or five
days.

Raja Shehadeh of Al Haq, a
human rights groups based in
Ramallah, says the Israelis use the
curfews "to exhaust the population
so that they will be too tired to con-
tinue with the uprising."

But that strategy may have al-
ready backfired. Even though at
times half the Palestinians in the
Gaza and West Bank have been
under what is essentially house ar-
rest, the Israelis.have found the res-
toration of order an illusive goal.
As with many Israeli, policies—
beatings, use of live ammunition,
house demolitions, deportations,
administrative detentions and
other forms of collective punish-
ment—the curfews have hardened
the resolve of the Palestinians.

. Many Israelis are beginning to
realize that their measures are fail-
ing, but the question of what to do
to quiet an uprising that shows few
signs of waning has no easy an-
swers. A final decision will proba-
bly have to wait until after Israel's
November election. But the harsh
measure's of the last five months
have made coexistence more dif-
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